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works and railways; the creation of aew appointments
of a certain value, the raising of -the pay of others, or
the revision of establishments beyond a certain sum;
grants to local governments, or loans to Native States;
large charges for ceremonial or grants of substantial
political pensions; large grants for religious or political
purposes; mining leases and other similar concessions;
and additions to the military expenditure, as classes of
public business in respect of which he has felt bound
to  place  close   restrictions   upon   the   powers   of  the
Governments in  India.   For some such restraints we
have no doubt that there is solid constitutional justi-
fication.   The Government of   India exercise immense
powers over a vast and populous country, and in the
absence of popular control in India it is right that they
should, in  matters of  importance,  be made  to feel
themselves    amenable    to    Parliament's    responsible
Minister and  that  he should exercise conscientiously
the powers which Parliament entrusts to him.    Nor
should   we   underrate   the   value   of   the   permanent
officials at the India Office in contributing to maintain
continuity  of  policy   in  a  country   where   the   high
authorities are constantly changing.   This consideration
is of great importance ....
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294.   But whatever control over Indian affairs the
Secretary of State keeps, he  keeps  in the .name of
Parliament; and it will not suffice to improve the agent
so  long  as his relations  with  his  principal  are not
what  they   should   ,bc.    Of   all   the   great   depart-
ments  of  the   State   the  India  Office   is   at  present
the  least   concerned   with   Parliament.   Parliamentary
* control cannot in 'fact be called a reality.   Discussion
is often out of date and  ill-informed;   it  tends  to
be confined   to  a  little  knot  of  members,   and   to
stereotyped topics; and it is rarely followed by any
decision.   We fully realize the other preoccupations of
Parliament, and yet we are sure that means must be
fqund of enabling it to take a real and continuous
interest in India.   No one would wish matters that
ought to be discussed and settled in India to be debated